Foreword 


How Forecasts 
Are Made 


For More Information 


Most of the annual streamflow in the Western United States originates as snowfall. This snowfall 
accumulates high in the mountains during winter and early spring. As the snowpack accumulates, 
hydrologists estimate the runoff that will occur when it melts. Predictions are based on careful 
measurements of snow water equivalent at selected index points. Precipitation, temperature, soil 
moisture and antecedent streamflow data are viewed in conjunction with snowpack data to prepare 
runoff forecasts. This report presents a comprehensive picture of water supply outlook conditions 
for areas dependent upon surface runoff. It includes selected streamflow forecasts, summarized 
snowpack and precipitation data, reservoir storage data and narratives describing current conditions. 

Streamflow forecasts are cooperatively generated bySoil Conservation Service and National Weather 
Service hydrologists. Forecasts become more accurate as more data affecting runoff becomes known. 
For this reason, forecasts are issued that reflect three future precipitation conditions — Below Normal, 
Average, and Above Normal. These forecasts are terms reasonable minimum, most probable, and 
reasonable maximum. Actual streamflow can be expected to fall between the lower and upper forecast 
values eight out of ten years. 


Snowpack data are obtained by using a combination of manual and automated measurement methods. 
Manual readings of snow depth and water equivalent are taken at locations called snow courses on 
a monthly or semi-monthly schedule during the winter. In addition, snow water equivalent, precipitation, 
temperature, and other parameters are monitored on a dally basis and transmitted via radio telemetry 
to central data collection facilities. Both monthly and daily data are used to project snowmelt runoff. 

Copies of Monthly Water Supply Outlook Reports and other reports may be obtained from the states 
listed below. An annual snow survey data summary is published by the Soil Conservation Service 
for each of the western states. Historical snow survey data may be obtained at those same offices. 


STATE ADDRESS 


Alaska 

Arizona 

Colorado 

New Mexico 

Idaho 

Montana 

Nevada 

Oregon 

Utah 

Washington 

Wyoming 


201 East 9th Ave., Suite 300, Anchorage, AK 99501-3687 

201 East Indianola, Suite 200, Phoenix, AZ 85012 

2490 West 26th Ave,, Denver, CO 80211 

517 Gold Ave. S.W., Room 3301, Albuquerque, NM 87102-3157 

304 North 8th Street, Room 345, Boise, ID 83702 

10 East Babcock, Room 443, Federal Building, Bozeman, MT 59715 

1201 Terminal Way, Room 219, Reno, NV 89502 

1220 Southwest 3rd Ave., Room 1640, Portland, OR 97204 

4402 Federal Building, 125 South State Street, Salt Lake City, UT 84147 

360 U.S. Court House, Spokane, WA 99201-1080 

Federal Building, 100 East "B” Street, Casper, WY 82601 


In addition to state reports, a Water Supply Outlook for the Western United States is published by 
the Soil Conservation Service and National Weather Service monthly, January through May. Reports 
may be obtained from the Soil Conservation Service, West National Technical Center, 511 Northwest 
Broadway, Room 248, Portland, OR 97209. 

Published by other agencies: 

Water Supply Outlook Reports prepared by other agencies include: California — Snow Survey Branch 
California Department of Water Resouces, P.O. Box 388, Sacramento, CA 95802; British Columbia — ’ 
The Ministry of Environment, Water Investigations Branch, Parliament Buildings, Victoria, British 
Columbia, V8V 1X5; Yukon Territory — Department of Indian and Northern Affairs, Northern Opera- 
tions Branch, 200 Range Road, Whitehorse, Yukon Territory, Y1A 3V1; Alberta, Environment Technical 
Services Division, 9820 106th St., Edmonton, Alberta T5K 2J6. 
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O H N E R A L 


o u i ' iu o o k 


SUMMARY l 

Snowpack accumulation in northern Utah* although 
improved from one month ago and greater than last 
year* is still generally 2 tl to 4(1% less than average. 
Snow accumulation in the southern half of the state* 
in contrast, has near to above average snow water 
content . 


SNOWPACK t 

Snowpack accumulation in January followed the trend 
of previous months. Watersheds north of approxi- 
mately Spanish Tork Canyon received near to below 
average snow water increase while watersheds to the 
south received above to much above average additional 
accumulations. The greatest positive departure from 
normal occurred on the Sevier River watershed with 
30% greater than normal January increase. The 
greatest negative departure from normal occurred on 
l he Hear R ;i ver watershed wh ;i oh i no r eased .1 0% 1 ess 
l ban norma 1 dur i ng Januar y . I o I a 1 s now wa l or ac< 
c unui 1 at i on C or I he wa ter year as of 1 eh r uar y 1 r anges 
from 0 0% o f average ori l tie Hear River watershed to 
1 1 .1 % of aver age in (tie sou t hwes l er n U1 ati wa l e r sheds 
ot last Garfield, Kane, Wash i rail on and Iron counties, 


PRECIPITATION t 

Precipitation on mountain stations during January was 
near normal in northern Utah and above to much above 
normal in southern Utah. Precipitation at valley 
stations had a similar distribution with stations in 
northern Utah receiving 7(1-90% of average while 
southern stations received J 3 H — 2 (1 0 % of average. Water 
year accumulations at valley stations are near 0(1% in 
northern Utah and 1 50-20(1% of average in southern 
Ut ati , 


2 



RESERVOIRS l 

Reservoir si o r age at the end of January in 26 key 
irrigation reservoirs was 115% of average and 76% of 
oapao if y * Last year at this time these reservoirs 
held 05% of their cumu 1 at ive c ap ac it y • Normally they 
are storing only 66% of capacity on this date. Res- 
ervoir operators are holding releases to a minimum in 
anticipation of potential low flows forecast this 
spring and summer on northern Utah streams . 

STREAMFLOW t 

Water supply forecasts for the upcoming irrigation 
season range from 60% of the April-July average on 
the Bear near Randolph to 143% on the Sevier below 
Piute Dam, Most forecasts in the northern part of 
the state are below to much below average, South of 
Gunn isori C approximately] prospects improve to near to 
much above average with most forecasts on the upper 
Sevier and Virgin 30 to 40% above average, All fore- 
casts assume normal precipitation* snow accumulation 
and melt From now through the end of the forecast 
peri o d , 



Bear River Basin 


Mountain snowpack* (inches) 



Maximum 


Average 


Minimum t|||ll||§: Current 


WATER SUPPLY OUTLOOK l 

ranqee°f rom L* , Ri ™ r wat « ra h«d as of February 
9 * from 85 % ori the lower Bear to 71 % on the imn« 

r ; f ;;3 t:k r c(,m "! alion dl,riri « wl * 
M^oh p w;^r^ ve A ^ i r 1 :UTJr' in ?K r<ibr>iary ««- 

order 1 o reach average by A n^r u "'""""‘I" in 
crease would he highly unlikelvl' C o h * m<M,r ' + of :ir '' 

sf reamf low is forecasf helrtw V ' 'Pr,m$i and summer 
Reservoir sforaqe i’ Lar • o 1 ’ .? U0 ' t,el!,w 

th * — -irH SlTuST** *" 



~ .7- • r •* y > t y : i : uc v i f i c e ; . - 

Tremonton Field Office 801-257-5403 
Logan Field Office 801-753-5616 



BEAR RJVER BASIN 


PTREAMFLOV FDRFCAS1S 


FORECAST 7.5 YR, MOS1 rWST RFAS* PFAS, PFAS, F’FAS. 

FORECAST POINT AVG, PROBABLE PROBABI F, MAY , MAX, MIN , MCH» 



PERIOD 

< 10O0AF) 

(lOOOAF) 

a AW.) 

{ lOOOAF) 

<2 AW.) 

(lOOOAF) 

(Z AW.) 

BEAR' RTVFR near UT-WY Stateline 

APR-.lUL 

116,0 

100,0 

86/ 

135,0 

116 

65,0 

56 

BEAR near Woodruff 

APR-. MIL. 

150,0 

110,0 


195,0 

130 

30:0 

70 

WOODRUFF CREEK near Woodruff 

APR-.lUL 

i 17.3 

13,3 

«o • 

20,0 

116 

9,0 

57 

BTC CREEK near Randolph 

APR-.IUl. 

g 5,3 

4.2, 

gf;g7i?ii 

7,0 

132 

1:0 

19 

8FAR near Randolph 

APR-.JUL 

126,0 

76,0 

g. J W\ 

150,0 

119 

40,0 

32 

SMITHS FORK near Border 

AF'R-SEP 

119,0 

: 77,0 

. : . 65 

100,0 

84 

45,0 

38 

THOMAS FORK near Stateline 

APR-SFP 

35,0 

24,0 

69 - 

35,0 

100 

14,0 

40 

BEAR RIVER near Harer 

APR-SEP 

310,0 

185,0 

60 

330,0 

106 

30,0 

26 

CUB RIVER near Preston 

APR-JHL 

; 46,e 

35,0 

: 75 : 

65,0 

139 

10,0 

21 

LITTLE BEAR RIVER near Paradise 

APR-.IUN 

nz.o 

34,0 

81 i 

40,0 

HI 

10,0 

24 

LOCAH RIVER near Loflsn 

APR-.MIL 

122,0 

96,0 

79 

135,0 

111 

55,0 

45 

BLACKSMITH FORK near Hyrua 

APR-.HIL 

51,0 

46,0 

: 90 ■; 

70,0 

137 

30,0 

39 


I 

RESERVOIR STORAGE (lOOOAF) I WA7ERSHFD SNOHPAC’K ANALYSTS 


RESERVOIR 

BEAR l AKF 
HYRDM 
PORCUPINE 
WOODRUFF NARROWS 
WOODRUFF CREEK 


I 

I 


USEABLE I ** USEABLE SI APACE xx I 
CAPACITY I THIS LAST I 

l YEAR YEAR A VC, l 



HO, 

WATERSHED COIIRSFS 

AW'D 

BEAR RIMER, UPPER IN UTAH 6 
BEAR RIMER, LOWER til UTAH TO 
BEAR R, DRAINAGE IN UTAH l. r , 


BEAR RIVER, UPPER 11 
BEAR RIVER, LOWER 16 
BEAR RIVER ORA! RACE 25 
I CICAN RIVER 5 
RAFT RIVER 0 
BEAR RIVER BASIN 27 


1 - Reas, max, and reas, min, foreoasts are for 5 7 . and 95X exceedance levels and also (2) below* 

2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or charges in reservoir storaqo, 

The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period. 


THIS YEAR AS 2 OF 
l AST YR , AVERAGE 
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Water Equivalent (in) 


Mountain snowpack* (inches) 



JAN FEB MAR APR MAY 


•Based on selected stations 


Maximum 

Minimum 


gw 


Mi. 

KS»:s£i5i:*J 


; ■ • : : 
■SSviSSrSs&rf#.' 


Average 

Current 


water slip 


kly outlook: 

February 1 snowpack on the Weber River watershed bn. 
7 n% of normal water equivalent, During January h 
likel ihof re ° aiv ed normal snow aooumulu t ion , The 
L ■ I 2 in jJ' 80 ' lnfl average by April 1 is approx- 

-imaceiy i in 2o v«arft wtiun r^i*. ...... i 


”7. u r«y«iveu normal snow 

ima*eW°2 d in f jS* a ° hinfl " V * ras,e tiy ApYuTia appr 
low as V thi» 25 Vaa c? Whe " February 1 snowpack is .. 
to tm of n ya T' •! S rt,amnow ror«o B wt« range from 
n +h! 2 \ lh ‘ ! n A P , ' lJ -' , ' , »e average, Reservoir sloraq 

of a " l1‘! t** U #t »rul (,?% 

8(1% - ; t -t fct yt,ar Ht thlss • |lma »^ <"•««« was at 



Layton Sub Office 


801 - 544-9144 



WFBFP S OGDEN UATERSHF05 in Utah 


STRFAMFLOM FORECASTS 


FORECAST POINT 

FORECAST 25 YR, 
AVG. 

PFRTOD (IOOOAF) 

MOST HOST REAS, RFAS, 

PROBABLE PROBABLE MAX, MAX. 

(IOOOAF) a AUG.) (IOOOAF) (2 AVG.) 

RFAS, 

MIN, 

(IOOOAF) 

RFAS, 

MEN, 

( Y. AVG. 

SMITH AND HOOREHOttOE GREEK near Oak). 

APR- 

JUN 

30,1 

25,0 83 

35,0 

116 

15,0 


50 

MERER R fUFR near Oakley 

APR- 

■ INN 

107.0 

85,0 79 

120,0 

112 

55,0 


51 

R0CKP0R1 RFSERUOTR inflow 

APR- 

JUN 

120,0 

U -i UUn'i; inS‘ ; ‘>V v 

93,0 78 

150.0 

125 

45,0 


38 

CHALK CREEK near Coalville 

APR- 

•HIM 

41 .0 

33,0 BO 

50,0 

127. 

15,0 


37 

MERER RIVER near Coalville 

APR- 

JUN 

127.0 


140.0 

110 

50,0 


39 

ECHO RESERVOIR inflow 

APR- 

•hih : 163.0 

17.5,0 77 

1.05,0 

113 

70,0 


40 

LOST CREEK near Croyder, 

APR- 

VI IN ! 15.6 ' 12.5, . ■ 80 

20,0 

128 

4,0 


26 

EAST CANYON CREEK near Horqan 

APR- 

• HIM 

7.8,0 72,0 76 

05,0 

171 

10,0 


04 

HARDSCRABBLE. CRFFK near Porterville 

APR- 

Ul IN 

18.4 14.4 7R 

76,0 

141 

5,0 


27 

WEBER RIVER at Gateway 

SOUTH FORK OGDEN RIVER near Huntsvil 

AF'R- 

APR- 

Baiiwes* 

■rn : 3Z8.0 Z32.0 71 

liiasilia- tafc 1 

340,0 

70,0 

104 

121 

130,0 

30,0 


40 

52 











PINE VIEW RESERVOIR inflow 

APR- 

JUN 

122.0 

89,0 73 

120,0 

98 

50,0 


41 











WHEELER CREEK near Huntsville 

APR- 

JUN 

6,3 

4,8 76 

6,0 

95 

3,0 


48 

FARMINGTON CREEK near Farmington 

APR- 

JUL 



11,0 

134 

0,0 


37 


RESERUOJR STORAGE 


(1000AF) 


HATERSHFD SNOMPAfK ANALYSIS 


RERF.RVOCR 


CAUSEY 
EAST CANYON 
ECHO 

LOST CREEK 
PIMEVJ.F.H 
ROCKPOR r 
MILLARD BAY 


USEABLE I USEABLE SI OR ACE *# I 
CAPACITY I THIS LAST I 

I YEAR YFAR AMO < I 

“Iff,? 


----- 

3*8 4*1 7,2 

■ ! 
? .ft . /II .9 94.7 H 


165.5 



WATERSHED 

OOOFN RWFR 
MERER RIVER 

MERER & OGDEN WATERSHEDS 


1 - Fleas, uibx* sr,d teas, min. forecasts are for 52 and 952 exceedance levels and also (2) below* 

2 ~ Corrected for upstream diversions or ohanqoe in reservoir storaqw, 
liie average is computed for the 1961-85 base period. 


HO, 

COURSES 
AUG 1 0 


THIS YFAR AO X OF 
l AST YP, AVERAGE 


.107 < 

'120 


68 

70 ' 


116 ^ V 70 • 

- 

: 



7 





Water Equivalent (in) 


Utah Lake, Jordan River & Tooele Valley 


Mountain snowpack* (inches) 



Maximum Mill! Average 


Minimum ii|||| Current 


WATER SUPPLY OUTL OOK X 

The Provo River watershed received near normal accum- 
ulation of snow during January. Total snow water 
accumulation for the water year .is 00% of normal for 
February 1, Spring and summer slreamNow is Po recast 
b 2 to 0 2 % of average. Some select forecasts are* 
Provo below Deer Greek Dam 70%, Utah Lake inflow 05%, 
Dig Cottonwood Creek near SLC 02% and South Willow 
Creek near Crantsville 77% of the April- July average. 
Stored water in area reservoirs :is 00% of capacity 
and 1 1 0% of aver age . 


Soil Conservation Service Office: 

Midvale Field Offcie 801-524-4373 
Provo Field Office 801-377-5580 




UTAH IhKFi JORDAN RIVER f TOOELE VALLEY 


fiTRFANFLON FORECAST S 


forecast zs yr. host host rfas, pfas, pros , rfas, 

FORECAST POINT AV&, PROBABLE PROBABLE MAX , MAX , HTiT MCi+, 

F'F.R TOO ( KiMOAF ; < lOOOAF i iX AVC , ) ( I 0OOAF T *X A"G , ) \ 000 AF ) >' 7. h^G , l 


SAI T GREEK near ri, phi 

hPR-JML 

13,5 11,6 87 

25 , A 

| AS 

5,0 

37 

PAYSON CREEK near Pavson 

APR-. II II 

7.3 5,5 • 75 





HOPPLE CRFFK near Spr i. nq - • 1 . 1 le 

APR-, ML 

23«3 14,5 62 





PROVO near Hailstone 

APR-.U1L 

113,0 85,0 75 

130,0 

115 

50,0 

44 

PROVO below Deer Creek D=n, 

APR-.ML 

133,0 100,0 75 

145,0 

109 

45,0 

34 

AMERICAN FORK near American Fk, 

APR-.IUL 

34,0 23,0 68 

31.0 

91 

15.0 

44 

UTAH LAKE inflow 

APR-,11 IL 

295,0 250,0 85 

350,0 

119 

145,0 

49 

LITTLE COTTONWOOD CRK near SIC 

APR-.IUL 

41,0 31,0 76 

40,0 

98 

7.0,0 

49 

BIG COTTONWOOD CRK near SIX 

APR-.IUL 

39.6 32,0 82 

40.0 

103 

25,0 

64 

PARLEY'S CF.EK near Sl.C 

APR-.IUL 

lllp 

90,0 

110 

7,0 

41 

MILL CREEK near SI C 

hPR-JML 

■II 

9,0 

130 

3,0 

43 

EMIGRATION CREEK near Sl.C 

APR-.IUL 






CITY CREEK near SIX 

APR-.IUL 

9,0 

100 

5.0 

56 

VERNON CREEK near Vernon 

APR-.IUN 

IffSWjJv/X! • v ' ‘'-'j 

2,0 

167 

0,4 

79 

SETTLEMENT CREEK near Tooele 

APR-JIIL 


3,0 

130 

1 ,0 

43 

SOUTH WILLOW CREEK near Grantsville 

APR-.IUL 

J 


4,0 

133 

1.0 

"tri 


RESERVOIR S1PRAGE (lOOOAF) I WAT EftSHFl) SNOWPACK ANALYSIS 


RESERVOIR 

OFFR CREEK 
GRANTSVIL1.E 
SETTLEMENT CREEK 
STRAWBERRY-ENLARGED 
UTAH LAKE 
VERNON CREEK 


USEABLE I ** USEABLE STORAGE ** l NO, TUTS YEAR AS % OF 

CAPACITY! THIS LAST I WATERSHED COURSES 

I YEAR YEAR AVG. I AVG'O t AST YRi AVFPAPF 


149.4 
3,3 
1.0 

951.4 

055.5 
0,6 



PROVO RIVER ft UTAH LAKF 10 
PROVO RIVER 5 
• IORDAN RIVER & GREAT SAI T 5 
TOOELE & VERNON W.G.’S 2 
UTAH L. -.JORDAN R, -TOOELE 17 



1 - Reas, max, and reas, min. forecasts are for 5 X and 95% exceedance levels and also (2) Melon, 

2 •• Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storaqo. 

The averaqe is computed for the 1961-85 base period. 




Uintah Basin & Dagget SCO’s 


ountain snowpack* (inches) 



i mum 


- : i ! " 




Average 

Current 


^ter supply outlook t 

Snow water equivalent on the Uintahs is 77% of the 
February average, Individual basins range from t» 0 to 
93% of average, Accumulation was normal in January, 
Most streams are forecast below average flows next 
irrigation season, Henry's Turk, the exception, is 
forecast 100% of the Ap r i 1 - Sep t ember average, 
Reservoir storage is very good ranging from 335% of 
average in Moon Lake and Steiriaker to 142% in 
Starvation, At the end of January these reservoirs 
are normally only holding (>3% of capacity compared to 
89% t h is year ♦ 


For more information contact your local 
Soil Conservation Service Office: 

Roosevelt Field Office 801-722-4621 



UINTAH BASIN & DAGGET SCO'S 


S1BEAHFL0H FORECASTS 


FORECAST 25 YR. HOST HOST 

FORECAST POINT' AVG. PROBABLE PROBABLE 

PER TOO (1000AF) (1000AF) <7. AUG.) 

, r — — i — 

CLACK'S FORK near rlillbuvne AF'R-JIJL 90*0 83*0 92 

HL-HRY'S, FORK near Manila hF'R-SF.P 51,0 55,0 100 

FL, AMINE; GORGE RESERVOIR inflow APR-SEP 1441(0 1115,0 ~77 

AFiHI F.Y CREEK near Hemal APR- JUL 52.0 00,0 85. 

FORK DHIWSNE RIVER near Hanna APR-, IUL '{ 28,0 20.0 71 


DUCHESNE RIVER near Tsbiona 
ROCK CREEK near Mountain Home 
DUCHESNE RIVER near Duchesne 
CURRANT CRFF.K near Fvuilland 
STRAWBERRY RESERVOIR inflow 
STRAWBERRY RIVER at Duchesne 
l.AKFFDRK RIVER near Mountain Hume 
YELLOWSTONE RIVER near Altonah 
DUCHESNE near Mytoii 
UINTAH RIVER near Neola 
WHITE ROCKS RIVER near Whit crocks 
DHCHFSNE near Randlett 

RESERV0 CR 


APR- 

-Jilt. 

105,0 

86,0 

82 

APR 

-JUL 

95,0 

80.0 

80 

v. \S 

APR- 

-JUL 

109,0 

150,0 

79 

APR- 

-JUL 

20,0 

10,0 

70 

APR- 

JUL 

60,0 

00,0 

67 

APR- 

-JUL , 

69,0 

51,0 

' : 74 

APR- 

JUL 

70,0 

65,0 

Ei Uh-M- : J 

93 

APR 

-JUL j 

66,0 

57,0 

86; 

APR- 

JUL 

223,0 

170,0 

76 

APR- 

JUL 

96,0 

■ V:: 

71,0 . 

03 

v 

APR- 

JUL f 

60,0 

08,0; 

80 

APR- 

1 

JUL 

i; 


- • 



Hillil 


ill 


I 

STORAGE (1000AF) I 

I 


RESERVOIR 

FLAMING GORGE 

I1IJHN LAKE 

RED FLEET 

8TETNAKRR 

STARVATION 

STRAWBERRY-ENLARGED 


USEABLE I k* USEABLE SI (TRACE ** I 
CAPACITY! THIS LAST I 

l YEAR YEAR AVG, ! 


3709,0 

35,8 

26,0 

33,3 

165,3 

951,0 



j - F<eas, men , and reas, min » forecasts are for 52 and 95X oxcoedan 
2 ~ Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir star a i 
T He average is computed for the 1961-85 base period. 


REAS, 

MAX. 

11000AF) 

REAS, 

MAX. 

(7. AVG,) 

REAS, 

Mill, 

( 1000AF) 

REAS. 

MIN, 

a AVG,) 

120,0 

133 

50,0 

56 

80,0 

157 

35,0 

69 

1550,0 

108 

725,0 

50 

60,0 

115 

30,0 

58 

30,0 

107 

10,0 

36 

110,0 

105 

60,0 

57 

110.0 

116 

60,0 

63 

300 1 0 

106 

100,0 

53 

20.0 

100 

9,0 

05 

55,0 

92 

70,0 

33 

70,0 

101 

30,0 

03 

90,0 

17? 

05,0 

60 

80,0 

121 

30,0 

05 

7.50,0 

112 

65,0 

29 

110,0 

128 

35,0 

01 

75,0 

125 

70.0 

33 

400.0 

156 

75,0 

29 


WATERSHED SNOHPACK ANALYSIS 

NO, THIS YEAR AS % OF 

WATERSHED COURSES 

AVG 1 D ' 

UPPER GREEN RIVER in UTAH 9 

ASHLEY CREEK 2 

BLACK'S FORK RIVER 3 

SHEEP CF 

DU! 

t.A> 


Carbon, Em©ry, Waym©, Grand, and San Juan Co 


Mountain snowpack* (inches) 



JAN FEB MAR APR MAY 


‘Based on selected stations 

Maximum Average 

Minirnum llil! Current 

water supply OUTLOOK l 

Sou theus t er n Utah snowpack is generally above average 
in water content following January storms wtiiott 
increased t he snowpack 30% more -than usual for the 
month, The Abajo and La Sal Mountains have 1(15%, the 
San Rafael waters tied 9 3% and the Price River 
waters hed 95% of normal February 1 water equivalent. 
Streams are generally forecast near normal flows this 
coming irrigation season. Water stored in area 
reservoirs is above average, Usable storage this 
year is 92% of capacity as of the end of January, 



more information .contact your local 
Conservation Service Office: 

Price Field Office 801-637-0041 




CARBON* EiiFRYr NAYNFi GRAND. g SAM JUAN to* 


FORECAST POINT 

COLORADO net) r Cisco? 01 

MILL CREEK near Moah 

(5PFEN near Green Rv,> IJ1 

GOOSEBERRY CRF.F.K near Scofield 

SCOFIFLD RESERVOIR inflow 

PRICE near Hoiner 

FLEC1RIC. IAKE Inflow 

HON TIHGTON CREEK near Huntington 

COTTONWOOD CRFFK near Orangeville 

FFRRDN CREEK near Perron 

SEVEN MILE CREEK near Fish Lake 

MOODY CREEK near Emerv 

NAVAJO RESERVOIR inflow 

SAN .JUAN near Bluff ? UT 


STREAMFI 00 FORECASTS 


FORECAST 

PERIOD 

25 YR. 

AW, 

UOOOAF) 

MOST 

PROBABLE 
( 1000AF) 

MAST 
PROBABLE 
<% AW,) 

APR -.11 11. 

** ”T *?."? 7*"~‘ — — 

3457.0 

3600.0 

104 

APR-. 11 11. 

5.5 

5*6 

107. 

APR- Jill. 

3182.0 

2850,0 

90 

APR-. Hll. 

12,0 


91 

AF'R-.JUL 

;■ 46.0 

38,0 


APR-.JIIL 

l: '• ’ ' ; : ; 

f /: 78,o 

73,0 

94 

APR-JOL 

15,1 

•^14,0: 

93 

APR—. H JL 

55,0 

49,0 

89 s 

APR-.JIIL 

47.0 

■' 44.0, 

94 

APR— ■ II )L 

■p 41,0 

35,0 

85 J 

AFR-.llIL 

6,5 

6,5 

100 

APR-.JIIL 

21.0 

17,0 

81 ! 

APR-. mi. 

i 764,0 

800,0 

: : : 105 

APR -Jl 11. 

1091,0 

1100,0 

101 


REAS. 

MAX . 

(10A0AF) 

RFAS. 

MAX: 

<% AVG.) 

REAS. 

Mill : 

U0O0AF) 

RFAS , 
MIN > 

<2 A«r„ 

5295 . 0 

153 

7250,0 

65 

0.0 

145 

3.0 

5 n 

3900,0 

123 

i 800,0 

57 

16,0 

ITT 

6 .0 

50 

55,0 

120 

75,0 

54 

20.0 

J ?'? 

iO, 0 

66 

70.0 

177 

35,0 

O l 2 l 

65.0 

13B 

25,0 

53 

55,0 

134 

15,0 

3? 

10.0 

J54 

3,0 

46 

30.0 

1.43 

10,0 

48 

1200.0 

J57 

■100,0 

64 

1725.0 

158 

595,0 

55 


RFSERVOTR STORAGE ( 10 A OAF) 


OhIEPSHFD snowpack analysis 


RESERVOIR 

HI INI IN Cl ON NORTH 
•JOE'S VALLEY 
KEN'S LAKE 
MILL SITE 
SCOFIELD 



1 - Reas, max, and reas. min. forecasts are for 5% and 90% exceedance levels and also <21 below. 

2 - Corrected for ups t ream diversions or changes in reservoir storage* 

The average is computed for the 1961-80 base period. 




Mountain snowpack* (inches) 



Maximum Ifeliill Average 

Minimum Current 


WATER SUPPLY OUTLOOK t 

Snowpack on l he Sevier River watershed increased 30% 
more than usual during January leaving total seasonal 
accumulation at 103% of the February 3 average* Per- 
centages increase from north to south, T h e lower Se- 
vier is 97%, -the upper Sevier is 104% and the Beaver 
River watershed is 124% of average, Forecasts of 
spring and summer st re airflows generally increase from 
north to south, forecasts range from much he low av- 
erage in the north to much above normal in the south. 
Stored water is bb% above aver age and 77% of 
capacity, 





SEVIER & BEiWFR RIVER BASINS 


SIRFAMFLOU FORECASTS 


FORECAST POINT 

FORECAST 25 YR, 

AUG , 

PF.RTOD (10A0AF) 

HOST 

PP0BABI F 
(10AOAF) 

MOST 

PROBABLE 
(Z AVG , ) 

RFAS, 

MAX , 

U000AF) 

RFAS, 

MAX : 

(X ADR,) 

RFAS, 

MIN, 

(1000AF) 

RFAS, 

MIN, 

a hW,! 

SFVIFR at Hatrh 

APR- UHL 

52,0 

70,0 

135 

VS , 0 

183 

50 , ft 

PA 

SEVIER near Circlevillw 

APR-.IUI 

j 

44,0 

60,0 

136 





SEVTFR near Kingston 

APR-. 'Ml 

34,0 

45,0 

13? 

00,0 

235 

70,0 

f,9 

ANTIMONY CREEK near Antimonv 

APR-.IUI, 

8,9 

10,0 

112 





E F SFVIFR near Kingston 

APR-OIH 

24,0 

34,0 

142 

55.0 

229 

25,0 

104 

SEVIER hi vi Piute Dam 

APR-. MIL 

56,0 

I:';, so.o 

143 

130,0 

237 

40,0 

71 

CLEAR CRFFK near Sevier 

APR-.IUI. 

22,0 

27,0 

123 





STCIIRD to GUNNISON 

APR-, mi. 

44,0 

60,0 

136- 

1.10,0 

7.50 

70 , 0 

45 

KINGSTON in VFRM1 LL.ION DAM 

APR - . 11 IN 

40,0 

52,0 

130 





VERMILLION DAM tn GUNNISON 

MAR-- MIN 

! 53,6 

70,0 

131 





SAL IN A CREEK at Salina 

APR -.H IN 

| 18,2 


82 






PI EASANT CREEK near Pleasant 
EPHRAIM CRFFK near Ephraim 
SEVIER nr Gunnison 
CHICKEN CREEK near Levan 
OAK CREEK near Oak City 
CM A I K CREEK near Fillmore 
READER RIVER near Beaver 
NORTH CREEK near Boaver (combined) 
itINERSVIU.E RESERVOIR inflow 


11 . 


25,0 

V-!- 7 

■ 99,0 


0,0 

19,0 

120,0 

3,5 


' 3,5 
1 ,i 1,5 

16,4 16,8 


RESERVOIR SI ORACH 



5.0 

143 

2,0 

57 

3,0 

188 

1,0 

62 

25,0 

152 

10 ,0 

61 

50,0 

185 

15,0 

56 

30,0 

205 

3,0 

21 

20,0 

275 

7.0 

79 


<1000AF> 


UA1ERSHFD SNOWPACK ANALYSIS 


RESERVOIR 


USEABLE I ** OSEARLF STORAGE *s I 

capacity! mis last i 


HATERSHED 


YEAR 


avg. i 


GUNNISON 

MINERSVILl.E (RkyFd) 
Of TER CREEK 
PXIIfE 

SEVIER BRIDGE 
PANGUITCH LAKE 



NO, 

COURSES 

AWR'O 


I II SFVIF.R <5 of Richfield) tl 
EAST FORK SEVIER RIDER 4 
SOUTH FORK SEVIER RWF.R 7 
LOWER SEVIER RIVER 12 

BEAVER RIVER "l 

SEVIER 5 BEAVER R, BASINS 26 


THIS YEAR AS X OF 
l AST YR, AVFRACE 

it • W; 


172 


115 


W ; : -77 



1 ~ Reas. i, ax, and r, M . .in. forecasts ara Mr 51 and m oxceedanee levels and also «» l»X«. 

2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or chanqes in reservoir storage. 

The average is computed for the 1961-85 base period, 
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Water Equivalent (In) 


Mountain snowpack* (inches) 



‘Based on selected stations 

Maximum Average 

Minimum Current 


HATER supply outlook t 

I nor eases to the snowpack In southwestern Utah were 
one-fifth greater than normal in January. February 
water content ranges from 11(1% of average on the 
Virgin River to 125% on Coal Creek. Forecasts of 
flow for this irrigation season on local streams 
range from 130% of average on Coal Creek to J4U% on 
the Virgin and Santa Clara. Lake Powell Inflow is 
Forecast 93% of average. Quail Creek Reservior is 
95% Full and (Hmlook 72%. The Fnterprise Reservoirs 
have only (>% oF capacity in storage (22% of last 
year.) . 


For more information contact your local 
Soil Conservation Service Office: 

Cedar City Field Office 801-586-2429 
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F, GARFTFIDr KANFr WASHINGTON. R IRON Cn, 


SIRFAMFLOW FORECASTS 



FORECAST 

25 YR, HflST HOST 

REAS, RFAS. 

F'FAS, REAR. 


FORECAST PO f N f 



AUG, PROBABLE PROBABLE 

MAX 1 MAX, 

MTH, MW, 





PERIOD 

( 1000AF) (100 OAF) (X AW.) 

( 1 000 AF T (X AMR.) 

(1000AF) (X AMR,) 


LAKE miFl.L inflow 


APR-, mi. 

804 Ai 0 7500,0 93 

109A0.0 13A 

•1445.0 1 

if. 


UCRGTN near Hurricane 


APR-. II IN 

: ^ 68.0 95.0 140 

j- ;: ’ - L.:'-. ;• . " ' 

100:0 19), 

60,0 BO 


SANTA CLARA near fine 

Ualley 

APR-. HIM 

i:-...'; -:..5*0 -L ■' - 7,0 140 





COAL CREEK near Cedar 

City 

APR-. Jl IL 

j 20,0 2A.0 130 

35,0 1?5 

70,0 TOO 



RFSERMOTR 

STORAGE 

1 

( 1000AF) l 

1 

HATFPBHFD RWOWPACK ANALYSIS 




MPFABLF 1 

XT USFARLF S10RAGF ## l 

WATERSHED 

HH, 

CDIIRSES 

THIS 

YFAR AS X OF 

RESERVOtR 


CAPACITYI 

I 

THIS LAST 1 

TART 

YR, AUFRAGF 


YEAR YEAR AMR, 1 


AMS 1 P 

GNNl OCR 


10,4 j 

j 

7.5 ; . : 5,4 ■ ■: -;;|l 

UTRPJN RTMFR 

5 i 

315 

110 

1 AKC POWELL 


7.5002,0 ! 

0,0 21778.0 — 1 

PAROWAN 

4 

199 

112 

QUA LI CRF.FK 


40,0 j 

38,0 — — ’l 

ENTERPRISE fn HEW HARMONY 2 

ZU 

114 

UPPER EN fF.RPRT.RE 


j 

0.0 0,0 0.0 1 

r.OAl CREEK 

3 

m 

123 








120 j 

l.flMER ENTERPRISE 


-- - 

0,0 0.0 0,0 i 

i 1 

1 I 

ESCALANTE RIMER 

n 

77 




S0H1HHES7FRN HI AH 

i? 

254 

L ■ ■; 



1 •• Reas, max > and reas, min. forecasts bvb for 5% and 95X exceedance levels and also (2) L>olou. 

2 - Corrected for upstream diversions or changes in reservoir storage. 

The average is computed for the 1961— 8C! base period. 
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SNOW MEASUREMENT DATA 


SNOW COURSE 


ASHLEY TWIN LAKES 
ATWOOD LAKE 
BEAVER CREEK DIVIDE 
BEAVER DAMS 
BEN LOMOND PEAK 
BEN LOMOND TRAIL 
BEVAN'S CABIN 
BIG FLAT 
BIRCH CROSSING 
BLACK'S FLAT-U.M. CK 
BLACK'S FORK 
BLACK’S FORK GS--EF 
BLACK'S FORK JUNCTN 
BOX CREEK 
BRIAN HEAD 
BRIGHTON 

BROWN DUCK RIDGE 
BRYCE CANYON 
BUCK FLAT 
BUCK PASTURE 
BUCKBOARD FLAT 
BUG LAKE 

BURT ' S “MILLER RANCH 
CAMP JACKSON 
CASTLE VALLEY 
CHALK CREEK #1 
CHALK CREEK 02 
CHALK CREEK 03 
CHEPETA 

CHEPETA- WHI TERKS ■ LK 
CLEAR CREEK MEADOWS 
CLEAR CREEK RIDGE 0X 
CLEAR CREEK RIDGE 02 
CLEAR CREEK RIDGE 03 
CURRANT CREEK 
DANIELS-8 TR A W B E R R Y 
DESERET PEAK 
DILL'S CAMP 
DONKEY RESERVOIR 
DRY BREAD POND 
DUCK CREEK R.S. 

EAST SHINGLE LAKE 
EAST WILLOW CREEK 
FARMINGTON CANYON 
FARMINGTON CANYON L . 
FARNSWORTH LAKE 
FISH LAKE 
FIVE POINT LAKE 
G.B.R.C. HEADQUARTER 
G.B.R.C. MEADOWS 


ELEV . 

DATE 

SNOW 

DEPTH 

X 0500 



1 0500 

01/25 

- 

8280 

01/25 

2 6 

0000 

01/25 

- 

8000 

01/25 

- 

6000 

6450 

01/25 


10 £90 

1 /25 

- 

8 1 00 

01/28 

24 

9400 

01/25 


9 ZOO 

0 1/25 

- 

9340 

01 /25 

- 

0930 

01/25 

... 

9300 

01/25 

- 

10000 

01/25 

- 

8750 

2/01 

48 

10600 

1/25 

- 

8000 

01/27 

15 

9800 

9700 

01/25 


9000 

02/02 


7950 

01/25 

... 

7900 

01/25 

... 

8600 

2/02 


9580 

01/25 

- 

9 1 00 

01/25 

- 

8 ZOO 

01/25 

- 

7500 

01/25 

... 

1 0300 

1 0350 

01/25 


94 £0 

2/01 

- 

9200 

01/25 

- 

8000 

01/25 

»• 

6600 

01/25 

... 

8000 

0 1 /25 

... 

8000 

9250 

01/25 

- 

9200 

01/25 

~ 

9800 

01/25 

- 

8 0 5 0 

01/25 

- 

8700 

9800 

1/25 

" 

8250 

01/25 

.. 

8000 

01/25 

_ 

6950 

01/25 

- 

9600 

01/25 

« 

8700 

01/25 

- 

1 1 000 

01/25 

.. 

8700 

01/25 

.. 

1 0000 

0 1/25 

... 


WATER 

LAST 

AVERAGE 

CONTENT 

YEAR 

1961 


... 

1 0 a 5 

5 „ 2E 

5 a 6 

7 a 5 

6 - 5E 

Ik. it X 

8 a 9 

6 . 5 E 

1 „ 4 

7 a 7 

1 4 „ 3E 

1 8 - 4 

23 . 7 

8 - 4E 

7 a 4 

12 a 5 


7 a 6. 

PI q PI 

14. 2E 

8 « 0 

.1. .1, a a*!. 

to * 

1 a 7 

4 a 9 

g , 5E 

5 a 2 

7 „ 3 

6 . OE 

3 . 5 

8 - 4 

4 o 6E 

4 „ 9 

6 a 0 

5 . 9E 

4 a 8 

6 a 4 

8 , 9E 

2 a 8 

8 a 3 

14.2E 

8 a 0 

1 3 a 0 

1 0 . 5E 

... 

22 a 9 

10 . 3E 

:l :t u 3 

1 3 a 2 

O a to 1 

1 a 9 

3 a *4 

8 a 5E 

5 a 0 

1 1 a 0 


- 

1 1 a 8 

9 . 0 

7 a 1 

8 a 6 

9 . 4E 

7 a 1 

1 2 a 8 

3. IE 

2 a 0 

3 . 7 

9 . 8 

6 a 2 

9 « 3 

9 a 5E 

4 a 8 

8 . 1 

1 2 . 4E 

1 0 - 1 

1 4 « 8 

7 . 7E 

6 a 7 

9 . 6 

b > 2 E 

3 a 4 

0 a 5 

5 . 8 E 

5 a 9 

9 a :l. 


- 

9 a 6 

9 . 3E 

... 

1 6 . 2 

8 « 2 E 

5a 2 

1 2 a Si 

6 « 2'E 

3 a 5 

9 - 8 

4 . OE 

.1. a 9 

5 a 7 

3. 7E 

0 a 3 

7 a 4 

6 . 2E 

2 a 0 

1 0 a 2 


8 a 9 

17.6 

5 . 3E 

♦;». a to 

7 a 9 

5 „ OE 

8 a 8 

4 a 8 

8 . 7E 

8 a 6 

1 2 a Z 

6 . 7E 

3 a 8 

8 a 8 


- 

1 8 a 4 

5 . 9E 

- 

7 a 9 

1 2 . 6 E 

1 0 a 3 

1 9 a 7 

10. IE 

8 a 4 

.1. 4 a 9 

10. 7E 

9 a 8 

1 1 a 9 

5 a 7E 

3 a 8 

0 a 6 

8.7E 

7 a 9 

1 0 a j. 

1 1 . 3E 

5 a 8 

10.4 

I0.9E 

8 a 7 

14.4 
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SNOW MEASUREMENT DATA (conf.) 


SNOW COURSE 

ELEV . 

DATE 

SNOW 

WATER 

LAST 

AVERAGE 




DEPTH 

CONTENT 

YEAR 

1961-85 

GARDEN CITY SUMMIT 

7600 

01/25 

... 

7 . 7E 

5. 1 

1 1 - 8 

GEORGE CREEK 

8 4 c„) 




.. 

14.2 

GOOSEBERRY E .. S , 

8000 

01/25 

- 

10. 3E 

7 . 4 

7.4 

HARDSCRABBLE 

6700 

01/25 

- 

9 . 4E 

4 - Iri 

1 3 . 5 

HARRIS FLAT 

7700 

01/25 

~ 

4 - OE 

1.5 

g „ 9 

HAYDEN FORK 

9400 

01/25 

- 

7 . 5E 

5.4 

9 . 8 

HENRY'S FORK 

1 0000 




.. 

9 . 5 

HEWINTA G.S. 

9500 

01/25 

- 

5 . 9E 

4 . 9 

6 . 1 

HOLE- IN- THE- ROCK 

9150 

01/25 

- 

4 . 8E 

2: . 9 

4 . 0 

HOLE- IN-TOE-ROCK GS 

8300 

01 /25 

- 

2 - OE 

- 

1 . 7 

HICKERSOM PARK 

9 1 00 

01/25 

.. 

6 . OE 

4 . 9 

5 . 0 

HOBBLE! CREEK SUMMIT 

7420 

01/25 

- 

7 . 7E 

4.2 

10 . 2 

HORSE RIDGE 

8260 

01/25 

„ 

9 . 9E 

O Q 

W u K> 

14.3 

H UN T I IMG T ON - H 0 R SE S H 0 E 

9800 

1/25 

- 

15 . 3 FI 

9 . 5 

16. 1 

INDIAN CANYON 

91 00 

01/25 

- 

6 . 9E 

5 , IE: 

8.4 

JOHNSON VALLEY 

8850 

01/25 

... 

5 . 1 E 

2 . 9 

5 . 0 

KILFOIL CREEK 

7300 

0 1/25 

- 

6 . BE 

6 . 1 

9 „ 0 

KIMBERLY MINE (UPPER) 

9300 

01/25 

-- 

1 0 . 6E 

8 . 0 

9 . 8 

KING'S CABIN (UPPER) 

8730 

01/25 

- 

2 . 9E 

4 . 3 

6 . 9 

KLONDIKE NARROWS 

7400 

0 1 /25 


8 . SE 

5 . 6 

13.4 

KO LOB -CRYSTAL. 

9250 

01 /25 

... 

16. 4E 

4.1 

1 3 . 9 

LAKE FORK BASIN 

i :l 1 00 

01/25 

.... 

7 . 4E 

9 . 6 

13.2 

L A K E FO RK MO U N T A I N # 1 

10200 

01/25 

- 

7 , OE 

5 , 3 

7 . 2 

LAKEFORK MOUNTAIN #3 

8400 

01/25 

... 

4. IE 

1 . 8 

4 a 

LAMBS CANYON 

7400 

1 / 26 

o o 

w « w 

7 . 8 

.1 1 . 3 

LAS A L M OU N T A I N L OW E R 

8800 

2/02 


7 . 2 

6 , 0 

6 . 5 

LASAL MOUNTAIN UJPP) 

9850 

2/02 

42 

1 1 . 2 

10.8 

11.1 

LIGHTNING LAKE 

1 0500 

0 .1. / 25 

- 

13.1 E 

9 . 4 

«1. b* a k!>.« 

LILY LAKE 

9050 

01/25 

- 

6 . 1 E 

5.2 

9 . 6 

LITTLE BEAR (LOWER) 

6000 

01/25 

... 

5 . OE 

4 . 0 

7 . 7 

LITTLE BEAR (UPPER) 

6550 

0 1 /25 

... 

5.6E 

4 u b 

W . T 

LITTLE GRASSY CREEK 

6 1 00 

01 /25 

- 

4 . 6E 

1 .0 

a to 

LONG FLAT 

8000 

01/25 

- 

5 . 1 E 

3 . 5 

4 . 9 

LONG VALLEY J CT 

7500 

1 /25 

» 

1 . 4E 

0 ■ 4 

4 . 

LOST CREEK RESERVOIR 

6 1 30 

01 /25 

- 

2 . 6E 

2 „ 1 

4 . 1 

MAMMOTH- COTTONWOOD 

8800 

01/25 

~ 

1 3 n 3 E 

5 . 6 

1 4 . 0 

MERCHANT VALLEY (UP) 

8750 

01/25 

- 

8 . 9E 

1 . 9 

7 . 7 

MIDDLE BEAVER CREEK 

8650 




- 

3 . 0 

MIDDLE CANYON 

7000 




8 - 8 

y * 7 

MIDWAY VALLEY 

9800 

01/25 

.. 

17. 4E 

9 . 0 

13.4 

MILL CREEK 

6950 

01 /28 


9 . 1 

1 0 . 2 

1 a d 1 

MILL D SOUTH FORK 

7400 

01/28 

32 

9 . 0 

1 0 . 0 

13.0 

MONTE CRISTO R.B. 

8960 

01 /25 

- 

12.3E 

6 . 4 

1 6 „ 1 

MOSBY MOUNTAIN (LOW) 

9500 

01/25 

.. 

5 . OE 

3 . 1 

6 . 5 

MT.BALDY R.S. 

9500 

01/25 

.. 

12.4E 

7 . 6 

1 5 . 3 

MUD CREEK #2 

8600 

01/25 

-- 

8 „ 4E 

3 . 7 

9 . Z 

OAK CREEK 

7760 

01/25 

- 

6. IE 

3 .1 6 

7 . 9 

ONE MILE SUMMIT 

7330 




... 

3 . 8 

OTTER LAKE 

9600 

1/25 


1 0 . 7E 

6 . 0 

8 „ 4- 



SNOW COURSE 


PANQUITCH LAKE 
PARADISE PARK 
PARLEY'S CANYON SUM. 
PAYSON R.S. 

PICKLE KEG SPRING 
PINE CANYON 
PINE CREEK 
REDDEN NINE LOWER 
RED PINE RIDGE 
REES'S FLAT 
REYNOLDS PARK 
ROCK CREEK- 
ROCKY BASIN-SETTLEMT 
SEELEY CREEK R.S. 
SERGEANT LAKES 
SHINGLE MILL 
SILVER LAKE ( BRIGHT . ) 
SMITH & MOREHOUSE 
SNOWBIRD GAD VALLEY 
SOAPSTONE R.S. 

SPIRIT LAKE 
SQUAW SPRINGS 
STEEL CREEK PARK 
STILLWATER CAMP 
STRAWBERRY DIVIDE 
STUART R.S. 

SUSC RANCH 
TALL POLES 
THAYNES CANYON 
THISTLE FLAT 
T I MPA NOG OS DIVIDE 
TONY GROVE LAKE 
TONY GROVE R.S. 

TRIAL LAKE 
TROUT CREEK 
UPPER JOES VALLEY 
VERNON CREEK 
VI PONT 
WEBSTER FLAT 
WHITE RIVER #1 
WHITE RIVER #3 
WIDTSOE-ESCALANTE #3 
WRIGLEY CREEK 
YANKEE RESERVOIR 


ELEV . 

DATE 

SNOW 

DEPTH 





«... 

8200 

01/25 

-■ 

10 1 00 

01/25 

- 

7500 

1 /26 

34 

8050 

01/25 

- 

9600 

01/25 

... 

8000 

01/25 

- 

8800 

01/25 

... 

3500 

01/25 

.. 

9 ZOO 

01/25 

- 

7300 

1 0400 

01/25 

— 

7900 

01/25 

- 

8900 

01/25 

- 

1 0000 
83 00 

01/25 


6200 

01/28 


8730 

01/28 

34 

7600 

01/25 

_ 

9700 

01/29 

45 

7800 

1/25 

- 

1 0300 

01/25 

.. 

9300 

01 /25 

... 

1 0 1 00 

01/25 


8550 

01/25 


8400 

1/29 

35 

7950 

01/25 

- 

8200 

01/28 

27 

3800 

01/28 

38 

9200 

8500 

01/25 

39 

8 1 40 

01/25 

- 

8400 

01/25 

.. 

6250 

0 1 /25 

.. 

9960 

01/25 

... 

9400 

01/25 

- 

8900 

01/25 

.. 

7500 

7670 

01/25 

- 

9200 

01/25 

- 

8550 

01/25 

- 

7400 

01/25 

_ 

9500 

01/25 

... 
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Snow water equivalent in inches i; 
amount ( 100% ). Monthly avera< 
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State 


Federal 

Municipality 

Public 


The Following Organizations Cooperate 
With The Soil Conservation Service 
In Snow Survey Work 

Utah State University 

Utah State Department of Natural Resources 
Division of Wildlife Resources 
Division of Water Resources 
Division of Water Rights 
Bear River Commissioner 
Price River Commissioner 
Provo River Commissioner 
Sevier River Commissioners 
Spanish Fork River Commissioner 
Utah Lake and Jordan River Commissioner 

U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Soil Conservation Service 
Forest Service 
U.S. Department of Commerce 

NOAA, National Weather Service 
U.S. Department of Interior 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Geological Survey 
National Park Service 


Manti 

Salt Lake City 

Beaver River Water Users Association 
Board of Canal Presidents - Jordan River 
Central Utah Conservancy District 
Emery Canal and Reservoir Company 
Moon Lake Water Users Association 
Ogden River Water Users Association 
Provo River Water Users Association 
Strawberry Water Users Association 
Sevier River Water Users Association 
Weber River Water Users Association 
Weber Basin Conservancy District 

Other organizations and individuals furnish 
information for the snow survey reports. 
Their cooperation is gratefully acknowledged. 

All programs and services of U.S. Dept, 
of Agriculture are available to everyone 
without regard to race, creed, color, sex, 
age, handicap, or national origin. 



